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i My friend Bo} Komer shows evidence of
- “qualifying for the title of champion of the
““unwarranted optimists—witness his letter of
Feb, 11 commenting on my piece “Last
Chance for Peace in Vietnam."” Komer pre-
sents us with the happy news that “the real
‘experts sce even an unending. Viefnamized
war costing no more then $2-$3:billion for a
. few years yel”: This would Mgaurmaintain.
ing, feeding, paying, and-equithdng (with
U.s.

an annual rate of around $2,000 per raan, A
prety good bargain in any war. :

. Of course, 'this “expert” estimate doesn'
‘take inlo considevation the cost of infra-

structure weapon replacement lost in battle

(especially helicopters and planes); nor such
-matters as the: cost of refugee camps, road
‘and bridge repair, U.S. air and sea fransport
of supplies, and all of the other costs of a
continuing war which the U.S. taxpayer
must pay.,

‘Actually, my esiimate of $8‘ billion‘do‘.lars '

fs probably low, especially in view of the like-
.lihood that U.S. stiategic and tactical air
-ssupport would. continue even after U.s,
troops were withdravwn, Komer's assertion
that- the price in 1971 “with all those Ameri-
-eans still there will prohably be little over
$8 billion in all” is such a magical bit of cost
accounting ‘as not to merit further diseus.
sion. ' L T : ’
Lo T ARTHUR 3. COX.

. Washinglon. o
. Having recently worked in Vietnam in the
U.S. pacification brogram, I would like to
comment on the letter from formar Ambas.
“sador Robert W, Komeér (eb, 11) concerning
Arthur Cox's guest column, . Co

First, we certainly did back Thieu “with
strong support” in 1987, although'U.S. per-
sonuel obviously did not intervenc overtly.
To ensure Thicw’s victory, lower- and mid-
dledevel Vietnamese officials, on  orders
from above, engaged in-a wide variely of
thallot-stuffing techniques, as is known hy
any Vietnamese-speaking U.S. advisor who
takes the trouble to ask around. State De-
‘partment officials used no effective leverage

to prevent such dishonesty, but rather con- -

doned whatever relatively discreet methods
were necessuy to assure the election of
their friend, - C
Second, Mr. Komer’s claim that we are
not intervening on Thieu’s behalf now is sir-

. -

. .
.

st Chaxce for Peace 11

weaponsy more {han one.apillion sol- |
‘dlers and 200000 para-military and police at

L

ply wrong. A fow days hefore T resigned in -

- November, 1 was told 1o supervise a U.S..

- -Sponsored  survey which, among  other
things, would help determine the people’s:

altitudes towards the personalitics and-is-
sues in the upcoming Vietnamese prosiden-
tial campaign.. The JU.S. official now in
charge of this kind of survey for all of Viet--
nam told me that the survey’s items on the
presidericy had.originated in a mee ing be-
tween President Thieu and Ambassa(ib‘r Wil-

liam Colby, Mr. Komer’s successor. These

items, the official said, were dcsigne.d ‘fpecit- ‘
feally 1o tell President Thiey, fov his dwn po- -
litical Denefit, what issuss concerned the
people most and which potential opposilion”
candidates were the most popular in each of
Vietnam’s 44 provinees and 6 autonomous ci-
ties: Such cooperation at the highest lovels
{alls within my definition of “support™ and
indeed “intervention,” and is consistent:ivith
Ambassador Bunler's well-known personal
attachment to President Thicy. . .o
Third, President Thiey, like his Ametgican”
counterpart, is for “peace” ang “negotia-
tion” only in. so far as these words mean
Yeomplete victory.” The Victnamese coun-
tryside is littered with officially-sponsored
slogans such as “Coalition with the Commu-
nists-is suicide” and “Not oine square inch of
our land for the Comraunists! Sinee Thiey
is utterly oppoied to shaving ‘any power
whatsoever with the Communists, there is
really nothing tq be negotiated.-Of eourse,
we cannol be sure of whal sorncone like
Gen. Minh would do, but his clection to the
presidency certainly, could not lessen the

“ehanees of a negotiatad polilical settlement,

Finally, it is hard to know for sure what

-the true balance of military power is in Te
Indochina. Perhaps Mr. Komor is right It
tecling that military. victory for the U.S, and

the Sculh Vietnamese Arined Forces is just
around . the <corner. Let ug remember,

© though, that in late 1967 and January 1968, it

was Mr. Komer who repeatedly assured us
that the Communists were beaten and that
they no longer had the capability 6f launch-
ing any significant assaults on the “pacified”
nation of South Vieinam, Then came the fa-
mous “Tet Offensive.” Since that time, I
have relied ou sources othier than MMr.
Komer for my information on. Vietnam. I.
recommend that others do the same, o
" RICHARD WINSLOW,
Formar T.8, pac'tication advisor, 'Vietnam, -
Washington, ST s
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